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— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 1\\)rtl(i) MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Q/Responsive to communication(s) filed on 
m This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the. merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments filed July 30, 2002 with respect to claims 22, 24 and 26 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. It should be noted that claims 22, 24, and 26 are not 
generic to all three embodiments disclosed in the specification, and the support for the 
specification amendments cannot be found in the original specification. The original 
specification does not disclose that the illumination member both illuminates a surrounding 
ground area (claim 22) and disposed in the removed portion of the body member (claim 24). The 
third embodiment discloses that the illumination member is attached to the bottom surface of the 
gasoline tank to illuminate the ground area rather than disposed in a removed portion of the body 
member (tank) to illuminate the ground area. Claim 26 under 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph, 
has not been overcome. Rejection of claims 24 and 26 stands still and follows. Applicant's 
arguments with respect to claim 27 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground 
of rejection. 

2. The amendment filed July 30, 2002 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132 because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132 states that no amendment shall 
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material, "In one 
embodiment a portion of the body member is removed and at least a portion of the illumination 
member is disposed therein" as recited on lines 9 to 1 1 of page 2 of the amendment of July 30, 
2002, which is not supported by the original disclosure. Note that there is no support for the 
illumination member to both illuminates a surrounding ground area adjacent to the motorcycle 
and to dispose in a portion of the body member which is removed as presented in the original 
specification. Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 



3. Claims 17 to 26, 28, 29, 32 and 33 are objected to because of the following formalities: 
In claim 17, line 7, the term "a", first occurrence, should be changed to -the- in view of lines 3 
to 4. On line 8, the term "motorcycle" should be changed to --conventional motorcycle-. In 
claim 18, line 6, the term "a", second occurrence, should be changed to --the-. In claim 22, line 
7, the term "motorcycle" should be changed to -conventional motorcycle-. In claim 26, line 8, 



Claim Objections 
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the term "a" should be changed to -the- in view of line 1 . In claim 32, line 11, the term "a 
ground area" should be changed to -the front and side ground area-- in view of lines 1 to 2. 
Claims 19 to 21 and 29 depend on objected claim 17 and as such are also objected. Claims 23 to 

25 depend on objected claim 22 and such are also objected. Claim 28 depends on objected claim 

26 and as such is also objected. Claim 33 depends on objected claim 32 and as such is also 
objected. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The original specification does not provide support for "removing a portion of the 
body member and disposed at least a portion of the illumination member therein (claim 24) while 
this same illumination member illuminates surrounding ground area (claim 22). The third 
embodiment discloses that the illumination member is attached to the bottom surface of the 
gasoline tank to illuminate the ground area rather than disposed in a removed portion of the body 
member (tank) to illuminate the ground area. Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in 
the reply to this Office Action. 

5. Claims 26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 26, the language "light from the illumination assembly is directed away from the 
motorcycle gasoline tank or motorcycle hollow body shell to illuminate a ground area ..." are 
considered to be misdescriptive and/or inaccurate. For instance, light itself is a luminous flux 
and it is non-directional. In view of the drawing and the specification, without the reflective 
surface (314), the light is not directed away from the body member. It is suggest that the 
language " having a reflective member and" should be inserted after "assembly" on line 3. 

Claim 28 depends on rejected claim 26 and as such is also rejected. 



* 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Friedrich (555,689). 
A non-transparent body member (figures 1,3,6) such as a motorcycle gasoline tank 

adapted for attachment to a frame of a motorcycle where a motorcycle gasoline tank is normally 
disposed, and an illumination member (1, figure 3) secured to the body member. 

8. Claims 1 to 16 and 30 are allowed. 

9. Claims 17 to 23, 25, 29, 32 and 33 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
objection(s) set forth in this Office action. 

10. Claims 26 and 28 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

1 1 . Claim 3 1 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 



12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 

Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 

Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Y Quach Lee whose telephone number is 703-308-1939. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday and Thursday from 8:30 am to 4:30 pm. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0956. 



Y Quach Lee 

Y. Q. Patent Examiner 

October 1 7, 2002 Art Unit 2875 



